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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1,4-11, 14-16, and 1 8-20 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,4-11, 14-16, and 1 8-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barnes in view of the Open Directory Project. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected as Barnes Teaches: 

Requesting a plurality of records from the one of the one or more information suppliers; (Col 10 
lines 22-23, Col 4 lines 55-56) 

selecting a subset of a plurality of characteristics from a plurality of records based on a model 
ngvm(Figure 5)\ 

preparing a report with the subset lF/gure 6, col 9 lines 39-46) 

ordering the subset of the plurality of characteristics in the report based on a 

relative significance of the characteristics in the model norm, wherein the relative 

significance specifies a different order of the characteristics than the records'. (Col 10 lines 42- 

51, Col 2 lines 43-46 shows that the order the rows, or characteristics, order as a record inside 
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a database is arbitrary, therefore it is inherent that the defined order is different from an 
arbitrary order,) 

ordering, the plurality of records in the report based on a sort rule in the model 
ngrmfFigure 5) 

receiving a favored norm from one of the plurality of information providers of a selected record 

in the report ^Co/ 9 lines 63-67, Col 10 line 56 -Col 11 line 2, Col 10 lines 24-29 expressly 

discloses the report templates being stored at the information provider) 

selecting a second subset of the plurality of characteristics from the plurality of 

Records, wherein the favored norm specifies the second subset (Fizure 8) and 

creating a second report with the second sxxbset fFizure 9). 

However Barnes fails to expressly disclose: 

registering a plurality of information suppliers and a plurality of area of interest associated with 
the plurality of respective information suppliers 

finding one of the plurality of areas of interest associated with one of the plurality of information 
suppliers that matches a field of interest requested by a client 

This limitations however were well known in the art at the time of the invention as the claim a 
directory type search engine, and thus are taught in the provided pages from the Open Directory 
Project Web Page. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include these features as it allows user to quickly search for desired data. 



5. 



Claim 4 is rejected for the following reasons: 
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4. The method of claim 1 , wherein the preparing the report further comprises: preparing extra 
characteristics not in the subset in a least-significant column of the report as a sequence of name- 
value pmrs(Barnes, Col 10 lines 42-51, the ability to drill into individual records, retrieving the 
record). 

6. Claim 5 is rejected for the following reasons: 

5. The method of claim 4, wherein the preparing extra characteristics further comprises: ordering 
the name-value pairs based on a relative significance in a favored norm(Figure 8 ). 

7. Claim 6 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claims 1 rejection. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 4 rejection 

9. Claim 8 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 5 rejection 

10. Claim 10 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 1 rejection 

1 1 . Claim 1 1 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 1 rejection. 

12. Claim 14 is rejected for the following reasons: 
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See Claim 5 rejection. 

13. Claim 15 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Figure 8 "Group By". 

14. Claim 16 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 1 rejection. 

1 5. Claim 18 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 5 and 1 rejections. 

1 6. Claim 19 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See Claim 15 rejection. 

17. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barnes in view of 
the Open Directory Project and US 5603025, known hereafter as Tabb. 

1 8. Claim 9 is rejected for the following reasons: 

19. Barnes teaches the claims upon which claim 9 is dependent, as well as the ability for 
users to be able to drill down into more data, but did not expressly disclose there being an 
indicator that there is more information on the record. However, this is taught in Col 20 lines 28- 
47 of Tabb. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in art to include this 
feature as it allows users to quickly identify paths to more data. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barnes in further view of 
the Open directory Project and "Default Value" known hereafter as Pearson. 
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20. Claim 20 is rejected for the following reasons: 

Barnes teachs the claim upon which claim 20 is dependant, but fails to teach a default value 
being defined in the model norm, this is taught in Pearson however. Which teaches defining 
default values for views(or models) of database tables. Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to define default values in the normalization for a view, or model, as it 
make the "default value visible to (the) user in data entry forms". 



Response to A rguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 12/22/2006 fail to comply with 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b) because 
they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without 
specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cory C. Bell whose telephone number is (571) 272 2736. The 
examiner can normally be reached on m-f 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272 4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the. PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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